February 8, 2012

the unborn. But this isn’t about abor-
tion. This isn’t a question of when life
begins. This is about the fundamental
rights of all Americans, as spelled out
in our founding documents. And this
decision by the Obama administration
is a devastating blow against the free-
dom of religion.

It’s one thing for the Federal Govern-
ment to try to take over our health
care system, and we can all debate the
merits of such legislation. But I think
we can all agree, no matter on what
side of the aisle we stand, that the
right to freely express our religious be-
liefs—and, more importantly, not have
other beliefs forced upon us—is a core
value of this country. It is nonnego-
tiable.

Good people of all faiths should be
outraged by this decision. If this ad-
ministration can trample on the beliefs
and rights of the American Catholics,
those of other religions should ask, are
we next?

Yesterday, I read in The New York
Times that 1legal scholars say the
American Constitution is old and out-
dated, that it isn’t relevant in the mod-
ern world. Now, as this administration
ignores our most treasured values—not
religious values, but American values—
our Constitution could not be more rel-
evant. The first words of the American
Bill of Rights are: Congress shall make
no law respecting an establishment of
religion, or prohibiting the free exer-
cise thereof.

They’re first, and they’re first for a
reason. The United States of America
has long been a place of religious free-
dom. It’s one of the things that sepa-
rates us from foreign countries. Just as
the Federal Government should not en-
dorse a religion, it should not punish a
religion, either. All religions must be
treated equally. They must be re-
spected. That’s the American way.
Today, Catholics all across the United
States feel like outsiders. They feel as
if their government has betrayed them.

Catholic 1leaders, including three
bishops that lead Catholics in my dis-
trict, have clearly said they cannot and
will not comply with this unjust deci-
sion by the Obama administration. No
one should have to choose between
their God and their government. And
no one, especially a government found-
ed on religious freedom, should force
them to.

The decision by this administration
to make Catholics violate their most
basic principles is a violation of the
most basic American principle. I
strongly condemn the Obama adminis-
tration for this outrageous overreach
of Federal authority; and I strongly en-
courage the administration to rescind
this unfair, un-American policy. If the
Obama administration can take away
this most basic American value for 80
million Catholics, who’s next?
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H.R. 3548, THE NORTH AMERICAN
ENERGY ACCESS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. HARPER) for 5 minutes.

Mr. HARPER. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, in an effort to create American
jobs and move energy supply from a
friendly trading partner to the United
States gulf coast, the House Energy
and Commerce Committee favorably
reported H.R. 3548 to the full House.
H.R. 3548, the North American Energy
Access Act, would end a waiting game
that has lasted for over 3 years by
pushing forward approval of the Key-
stone XL pipeline.

In his State of the Union speech 2
weeks ago, the President promised to
significantly expand production of oil
and natural gas from offshore and on-
shore public lands.
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Unfortunately, but not surprisingly,
he never mentioned his decision to re-
ject the Keystone XL pipeline.

While the President’s comments
about expanding oil and gas production
in the U.S. were welcome news to
many, I’'m not sure how many people
took his pledge seriously given his de-
cision on Keystone XIL. I am hopeful
that the President will follow through
on expanding production. I just wish he
would have helped our country reduce
our dependence on Middle Eastern oil
while creating tens of thousands of jobs
here in America by approving the pipe-
line application.

The President’s excuse for not ap-
proving the pipeline application was
that he didn’t have enough time. Rad-
ical environmentalists say that tar
sands crude is the dirtiest of all, and
they talk as if that’s something for-
eign, something new. Mr. Speaker, I'd
like to point your attention to a Fri-
day, February 3, 2012 article on the
front page of the National Journal, an
article that I believe shows the fal-
lacies in the arguments against the
pipeline. The article states that ‘‘de-
spite environmental opposition, the
Obama administration has approved a
controversial oil-sands pipeline.”

The article refers to an oil-sands
pipeline approved by the administra-
tion over 2 years ago. On August 20,
2009, Secretary of State Clinton ap-
proved a 1,000-mile pipeline with the
capacity to carry 800,000 barrels of oil
from Canada’s o0il sands to Wisconsin.
Mr. Speaker, if a pipeline that closely
mirrors that of the proposed Keystone
XL was good enough for the President
in August of 2009, why is the Keystone
XL pipeline not good enough for him in
an election year? If time and the envi-
ronment were reasons to deny Key-
stone XL in January 2012, they should
have had the same reasons to deny the
Canada-Wisconsin pipeline in 2009.

Keystone XL is a shovel-ready con-
struction project that doesn’t need a
stimulus bill to get it started. Esti-
mates show that the project could cre-
ate 20,000 construction jobs imme-
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diately and could transport more than
1 million barrels of oil per day from
Canada and the Bakken shale forma-
tion in North Dakota and Montana to
gulf coast refineries.

With the ability to transport that
amount of friendly oil from our largest
trading partner and neighbor to the
north, Canada, as well as domestic oil,
and with the ability to create an addi-
tional estimated 100,000 jobs over the
lifetime of the pipeline, it’s no wonder
why the American public supports Key-
stone XL. At a time when unemploy-
ment and prices at the pump are high
and new predictions say gasoline could
top $4 this year, it’s no wonder that the
American public was disappointed in
the President’s decision.

In a recent installment of the United
Technologies/National Journal Con-
gressional Connection poll, Americans
surveyed were asked: Supporters of the
pipeline say it will ease America’s de-
pendence on Mideast oil and create
jobs. Opponents fear the environmental
impact of building a pipeline. What
about you—do you support or oppose
building the Keystone XIL. pipeline?
Sixty-four percent of the respondents
favored the construction of Keystone
XL and only 22 percent were opposed.

Mr. Speaker, Keystone XL makes
sense. It means jobs, energy security,
and satisfaction for the American pub-
lic. The President made a political de-
cision to pander to his extreme envi-
ronmentalist supporters in a campaign
year instead of listening to the major-
ity of the American public, and that
was unfortunate.

I think that House Republicans are
making it well known that the fight
for Keystone XL is not over. Support in
the House to move the pipeline forward
has been bipartisan, very public, and
very well received by the American
people. As of yesterday, that support
has produced a bill to push Keystone
XL forward. I look forward to con-
tinuing my commitment to jobs, en-
ergy security, and the building of the
Keystone XL, pipeline.

—————

WE ARE OUR BROTHERS’ AND
SISTERS’ KEEPER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE of Texas. Thank
you very much, Mr. Speaker, for giving
us an opportunity to share some cru-
cial human catastrophes that are oc-
curring around the world.

I'm challenging all of my colleagues
and those who would listen that some-
times we are, in fact, through peaceful
means, our brothers’ and sisters’ keep-
er. First, as we have seen the ascending
violence occur in Syria, a nation-state
that I have visited, bloodshed that has
included the loss of women and chil-
dren, hearing news reports where citi-
zens of Syria are begging for someone
to do something, it is almost as if you
came out of your house and stood by as
your neighbor’s house burned. We know
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